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PER CURI AM

| smail Mohanoud Abdullahi, a native and citizen of
Somal ia, petitions for review of the Board of |Inmm gration Appeal s’
(“Board”) order affirmng the imm gration judge’s deci sion denying
asylum wthholding of renoval, and wthholding under the
Convention Against Torture. For the reasons discussed bel ow, we
deny the petition for review

The deci sion to grant or deny asylumrelief is conclusive
“unl ess manifestly contrary to the | aw and an abuse of discretion.”
8 US.C 8§ 1252(b)(4)(D) (2000). W have reviewed the immgration
judge’s decision and the adm nistrative record. W are w thout
jurisdictionto reviewthe decision that the application for asyl um
was untinely. See 8 U S C 8§ 1158(a)(3) (2000); see also

Castel l ano-Chacon v. INS, 341 F.3d 533, 544 (6th Cr. 2003);

Tarrawally v. Ashcroft, 338 F.3d 180, 185-86 (3d Cr. 2003);

Tsevegm d v. Ashcroft, 336 F.3d 1231, 1235 (10th Cir. 2003). W

further find no due process violation as a result of the Board' s
affirmance under 8 C.F.R § 1003.1(e)(5) (2004). I n addition,
Abdul I ahi failed to establish reviewwas warranted by a three judge
panel under 8 C.F. R 8§ 1003.1(e)(6). Finally, we find the denial of
wi t hhol di ng from renoval was supported by substantial evidence.”

INS v. Elias-Zacarias, 502 U S. 478, 481 (1992).

"Abdul | ahi abandoned his challenge to the Board s denial of
his application for wthholding under the Convention Against
Torture.



Accordingly, we deny the petition for review ']
di spense wi th oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the materials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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